5/19/93 


x *r . Ian McDonald 
4621 Hunt Ave . , 
Bethesda, Md 20815-5424 


Dear Ian, 

iou are correct, I am glax to have those two pieces fro . the Daily Telegraph. 

The space it devotes d to the Marcello obit in itself is interesting. It surprises 
me that the conservative paper found a US gangster worth that space when there appears 
to have been no British connections. 


l-iore than a full column. And it happens shot full of errors. I got the impression 
that some reporter wrote it off the top of his head, fro., what lie said and from what he 
did not say. There is no source for i%rcel lo giving Ferrie Ms assassination-day alibi. 
iVOr your information , the FBI did because it was true. Ferrie was in attendance at the 
Iiarcello trial, as a potential witness. The FBI agent and he were in the witness room 
together, as I recall. Ferrie wa not Marcello's employee. He had been Mred as an in- 


vestigation by the local lawyer who got the approval of the cMef lawyer on that case, 
an e.-pert in immigration law. He did rather well for them, too. He also told George Lardner 
that it was he who flew Marcello back from Guatemala, there Robert Kennedy had had him 
deposited by force. 

lue review of Summers book is interesting to me for other reasons* One is again the 
amount of spaced devoted to it, also mor than a column. I did not know H 00 ver was of that 
much interest to L ondon papers. Another is thAt it wa entirely devoted to Summers* sex 
allegation that are unproven in the book. And in this case the sex allegations were the 
sole subject of the review, not another word about Hoover or Ills career in the FBI or that 
agency a±xx and all that I*m sure Tony exposed in it or about it. 

I know Tony and his work well enough to find the reviewers comment, that Hoover had 
no interest in sex, to be the most reasonable explanation of his never having married. 

His .1 riendship with olson could have been just that, as Hassie suggests, and Tony 
provide on it, too, a questionable single source only 

His invention that the Mafia had the eex goods oil h 0 over and thus Hoover never did 
anything about the mafia may appear to be reasonable but it isn't. Hoover chief weapon 
with the Congress was statistics that he used to reflect ids successes and the FBI. The 
most obvious reason is that he was long on stolen cars and short on the mafia is that Ids 


success rate with the mafia would have been low and hurtful tc his statistics. So he 
opted for enforcement that would give &im a better record. 

I-l you see any other British or other foreing or domestic reviews of Summers* book 
I will be interested. 


Imdid not see any mention of Marcello *s death in the Post, although it could have had 
a short notice 1 could have missed in reading the paper early mornings in the car as I 
sometimes do. I am confident it did not have an obit. Also interesting. 

Many thanks and our best to you both, 


